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*

Appeal from the United States District Court
for the Northern District of California

Saundra B. Armstrong, District Judge, Presiding

Submitted May 15, 2006**  

Before: B. FLETCHER, TROTT and CALLAHAN, Circuit Judges. 

California state prisoner Ray B. Ford appeals pro se from the district court’s

judgment denying his 28 U.S.C. § 2254 petition challenging his bench trial
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conviction for one count of battery by a prisoner on a non-prisoner. We have

jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2253, and we affirm. 

Ford contends that his right to due process was violated by the six-month

delay between the underlying incident and the issuance of the criminal complaint

against him.  The district court did not err in determining that the state court

decision was not contrary to or an unreasonable application of clearly established

federal law because Ford has not shown actual, non-speculative prejudice from the

delay.  See United States v. Huntley, 976 F.2d 1287, 1290 (9th Cir. 1992). 

The request to broaden the certificate of appealability is denied.  See 9th

Cir. R. 22-1(e);  Hiivala v. Wood, 195 F.3d 1098, 1104-05 (9th Cir. 1999) (per

curiam).

AFFIRMED.


